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Preussen und Deutschland in 19. und 20. Jahrhundert: Historische 

undPolitische Aufsatze. Von Friedrich Meinecke. (Munich 

and Berlin: R. Oldenbourg. 1918. Pp. vi, 552.) 

Professor Meinecke is not only a brilliant member of the University 

of Freiburg i. B. and for a quarter of a century editor of the Historische 

Zeitschrift, he is also the author of a number of excellent works dealing 

with modern German history. These include the life of Field-marshal 

von Boyen, a volume on Radowitz and the German Revolution, a general 

survey of the period of the German uprising, 1795 to 1815, and above all 

his stimulating Weltbiirgertum und N ationalstaat , in which he discusses 

principally the relations of the Prussian national state with the German 

culture-state. It is these works which he has in mind when he writes 

in the preface to the present volume: 

Essays and addresses which accompany the larger works of an his- 
torian, when collected, must of themselves round into a whole in which 
the themes of the larger works are variously preluded or summarized, 
but also substantially supplemented and followed out in directions which 
the strict coherence of a larger presentation did not permit. 

Of the twenty-six titles in this volume twelve appeared originally in 
the Historische Zeitschrift, and most of the rest have been published in 
more or less popular magazines or in collective works. Only two of the 
papers, and these inconsiderable, are here printed for the first time. 
Nevertheless the volume has a very decided value. The style is fresh, 
crisp, and vivacious, and the presentation in short compass of these 
" summaries and supplements " is a boon to the reader who is not a 
specialist in the field of the author's studies. 

It is in the first three of the five groups into which the contents are 
divided that we find most of the echoes of the " larger works "—in group 
I., on the general history of Prussia and Germany in the nineteenth and 
twentieth centuries; group II., on the period of the uprising and the 
restoration ; and group III., on the period of Frederick William IV. and 
the young Bismarck. 

In the first essay, entitled "Preussen und Deutschland in 19. Jahr- 
hundert ", Meinecke states the German problem of 1866-1867 as summed 
up in the proposition: "A federal state with two great powers in the 
federation is impossible." But behind this he finds as the " central prob- 
lem " which engrossed the attention of the men of 1848-1849, the fol- 
lowing : " Is a federal state with one great power in the federation pos- 
sible, and under what stipulations is it possible if the remaining members 
of the federation and non-Prussian Germany are not to be stifled and 
oppressed by the too great weight of the most powerful state? " Paral- 
leling this was the counter-query of Prussia, as to whether her claim to 
the protection of her historical individuality and personality as a state 
would be respected. Rapidly and brilliantly Meinecke sketches the views 
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of Stein, Gneisenau, Boyen, Paul Pfizer, the brothers Gagern, Arnims, 
Stockmar, F. Naumann, and others, and indicates by his procedure — as 
he does elsewhere — that he considers that the history of opinion is often 
as vital as the record of things done. 

On the other hand, in group IV. of the series — on German history- 
writing and investigation — Meinecke clearly indicates that he has little 
use for the " social psychic " of Lamprecht, of whom he says (" Die 
Deutsche Geschichtswissenschaft und die Modernen Bediirfnisse ", p. 
464) that the historical profession must hold Lamprecht to be " a fanatic, 
a destroyer and spoiler of true history". He adds that "the horizon 
gray of his abstract giant creations wearies one ", and that he is " already 
becoming more praised than read ". 

In the essay in this same group entitled " Zur Beurteilung Rankes " 
(pp. 366-367), he sets forth this sound view of the terms in which his- 
tory is to be interpreted: 

The notion of " mass movement " and " collective forces " with which 
we are accustomed to work is indeed philosophically necessary in order 
to portray the great unities which arise from the confluence of countless 
single forces ; but looked at closely it is seen to be only an abbreviation 
which summarily expresses the source of these unities, and therefore 
leads easily to misuse in application. The inner core of all historical life 
is and remains the " living life of the individual ", if one interprets the 
word of Ranke in the sense of modern experiences . . . 

namely, as including also the subconscious sphere of obscure instinctive 
movements of the will and emotions. 

The fifth group, entitled " Aus der Zeit des Weltkrieges ", includes 
two essays and an address, with the titles respectively, " Kultur, Macht- 
pblitik, und Militarismus ", " Bismarck und das Neue Deutschland ", and 
" Die Deutsche Freiheit ". These contributions are very interesting, not 
only because of the light which they throw on the attitude toward the 
war of intellectual circles in southwest Germany, but also because of 
their criticism of such doctrines as that of the " two Germanies " made 
use of by our Allied propagandists. Herr Meinecke perhaps has as little 
to reproach himself with in the way of deviation from sound historian- 
ship as any of his colleagues in Germany or the Allied countries; but 
naturally these three papers stand on a different plane from the others in 
the volume. In his preface he says of this group that he has left the 
papers almost unaltered, " since each can be justified only in view of the 
time in which it arose " ; and he adds : " We have all lived so rapidly 
that each has grown out of and beyond what he thought and felt in the 
beginning of the war or in the spring of 191 5. After the war we shall 
have to submit all the steps of this development to a national self-exam- 
ination, but even then we shall repudiate nothing which we have experi- 
enced hotly and genuinely in this monstrous time." 

The general effect of the volume is to remove somewhat that distrust 
of German historical scholarship, founded upon the prostitution of it by 
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Treitschke — of whom, indeed, Meinecke says : " The newer history-writ- 
ing follows not in Treitschke's footsteps, but in those of Ranke, and . . . 
strives with conviction after Ranke's impartiality and objectivity as re- 
gards other nations, and corrects step by step the errors of portraiture 
and exaggeration of Treitschke's historical pictures." 

Samuel B. Harding. 

The German Empire, 1867—1914, and the Unity Movement. By 
William Harbutt Dawson. In two volumes. (New York: 
Macmillan Company. 1919. Pp. xviii, 496; x, 535. $5.00.) 
Mr. Dawson, who has been interpreting German social and economic 
problems for thirty years, turns in this book to political history. Dis- 
tinguished by a patient study of the sources, a sincere desire to be fair, 
and a complete absence of chauvinism, the work is the best account of 
the origin and development of the German Empire. Its value lies not 
only in the admirable narrative, which is thoroughly readable, but in the 
author's understanding of the German mind and his ability to discuss 
problems as they appealed to Germans. This does not mean that he has 
written an apology for Germany, for he is a patriotic Englishman; but 
he has produced a solid history and not propaganda. 

The creation of the German Empire was the central fact of the nine- 
teenth century. In the earlier chapters, Mr. Dawson pictures the move- 
ment for " unity through liberty ", which envisaged a national German 
state resting on a democratic and parliamentary government, and traces 
its fortunes through the Frankfort Parliament, which he describes as 
" a failure more heroic and honourable than many brilliant successes " 
(I. vii). The Zollverein was perhaps the chief unifying force, but it is 
well to emphasize the reality of the Liberal movement in pre-Bismarckian 
Germany. 

Naturally Bismarck is the central figure of the story, and two-thirds 
of the book is devoted to his career. The greatness of the man, intel- 
lectually and politically, is portrayed on every page, but Mr. Dawson 
persistently records the successive set-backs of liberalism with each new 
victory of might over right. The Act of Indemnity passed by the Prus- 
sian Diet in 1866 was the surrender not of the government, but of the 
Liberals, who " sealed the fate of their party and cause for over half a 
century" (I. 260). To what extent Bismarck was the evil genius of 
German political life — " In none of his known utterances will be found 
the slightest trace of sympathy with the political aspirations of the 
masses of the people" (II. 224) — is shown by the detailed account of 
party politics from 1871 to 1914. Liberalism was submerged by class 
warfare, for every party, except the Centre, became the preserve of a 
class. The government bought the Conservatives and National Liberals 
by a high tariff; and the advocacy of a more democratic system by the 
Socialists, for their own ends, only strengthened the reactionaries. 



